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Reflections on Denison 1969-1970 
David J. Hooker, Class of 1972 
Since my graduation from Denison in 1972, I have often said that I was fortunate to be in 
college from 1968 to 1972. It was a time of enormous change in our countty, and living on a college 
campus gave me the opportunity to experience these changes in ways that would not have been 
possible had I not been a student. At Denison, there is no doubt that my sophomore year (1969-
1970) was the most tumultuous of my four years. 
I want to memorialize a few of my recollections of that year. This is not meant to be a 
histoty of events-I have not done any research other than to look at a few Denisonians. Nor is it 
meant to describe anyone's experiences other than my own. But there were two major issues that 
the college faced that year, the "Black Demands Cdsis" and the aftermath of the shootings at Kent 
State, and I have personal recollections about both. 
As a bit of background, I grew up in Tiffin, a small town in northwest Ohio. When I arrived 
on campus, I thought of myself as a Republican (vety much under my father's influence). Over my 
four years, my political persuasion changed, and during my sophomore year I was in the midst of 
that evolution. I was not moved to take up causes or to advocate radical change, but I was 
interested in the politics of both the countty and Denison. During my freshman year, I started 
writing for the Denisonian, and that position gave me license to be part of many of the events at 
Denison, including the Black Demands Crisis in 1970. 
Denison changed a great deal during my first two years. When we arrived as freshmen in the 
fall of 1968, Denison had rules and expectations for students that, today, are hard to fathom. 
\V'omen (all of whom lived on the "women's quad," now the East quad) were requited to be in their 
dormitories by a specified time each evening (as I recall 11:00 p.m. during the week, with later hours 
on the weekend). Freshmen men lived either in Curtis or the "The New Men's Dorm" and ate at 
Curtis, where we were required to wear coat and tie for Sunday dinner. By the end of our first year 
on campus, the dress code had ended, and women were extending hours and even visiting in men's 
dormitories. 
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These modest changes at Denison were a reflection of what was happening across the 
country. Before we arrived as freshmen in September 1968, the country had been in turmoil. 
Martin Luther King and Robert Kennedy were assassinated in April and June. The Democrats held 
their convention in Chicago that summer, where violence etupted in the streets as protestors 
gathered around the convention center. The Vietnam war was splitting the country. Early in the 
year the Viet Cong had launched its Tet Offensive, and in the spring the US Army massacred 
hundreds of civilians at My Lai. In addition to the war, the Civil Rights movement was bringing 
changes to the country. The Civil Rights Act of 1964 mandated some of those changes, and 
throughout the 1960's, violence, protests, and tension accompanied the integration of our society. 
So, when I got to college in the fall of 1968, these significant national developments colored how 
we, as freshmen, began experiencing the independence of college life. 
In the fall of 1969, my sophomore year, I would guess that, by that time, on almost every 
college campus there were protests against our involvement in Vietnam, and Denison was no 
exception. Sometime that first semester, a network of advocates on college campuses organized a 
"March on Washington" to protest the continuation of our involvement in Vietnam, and a number 
of Denison students left Granville to participate. (It is interesting to think about how this occurred 
before email, Facebook and Twitterl) The March on Washington was yet one more step in the 
involvement of students across the country. College students had embraced activism for a good part 
of the 1960's, beginning with "free speech" movements (especially in California), drugs, rock music 
and rebellion against the social traditions that generations before us had followed. In short, it was 
an era of radical change on campuses, and students everywhere-including at Denison-had learned 
ways to challenge authority and effect change. 
Denison had undergone one other important change at the end of my first year. Prior to my 
arrival, Blair Knapp, who had been president of Denison for seventeen years, died. After a year of 
interim leadership, Joel P. Smith was named the president of the college and arrived in the summer 
of 1969 to assume his new role. My recollection is that he was a Rhodes Scholar and a graduate of 
Stanford Law School. 1 remember his coming to a Thursday night chapel service late in the spring 
1969 semester. \Ve were excited about him. He was young and good-looking, and he appeared to 
be bringing a new dynamism to campus. 
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The first of the two events about which I write became known as the Black Demands Crisis. 
At that time, Denison had about forty African-American students on campus. There was an 
organization called the Black Student Union (BSU), and most, if not all, of the black students on 
campus were likely members. In February or March 1970, the BSU created a set of "demands" that 
its members wished to present to the college. I don't recall today what those demands were, but I 
am sure they dealt with recruiting and retention of black students and faculty and allocation of 
resources for the development of a more diverse and inclusive community. I also do not recall to 
whom or when the demands were first presented. What I do recall, though, is that by March 1970, 
the campus community had become aware of the BSU demands, and there was a growing number 
of students who wanted to support the BSU and advocate for change. 
The "demands crisis" came to a head in March. On a Tuesday evening! students met in the 
basement of Knapp Hall to talk about how to support the BSU in its efforts to get the college to act 
on the demands. I was in the room, sitting in the back, monitoring the discussion as a writer for the 
Denisonian. The room was packed. There were BSU representatives and other students leading the 
discussion. There was talk about staging a "teach-in" on the issues raised by the BSU. There was a 
great deal of emotion around the issues in the BSU demands and frustration about how to effect 
change on campus. 
At some point during the meeting, someone pointed out that the faculty was meeting at that 
same time in the Slayter Auditorium. Someone suggested that the students go up to the faculty 
meeting and confront the faculty with their concerns. In the excitement and emotion of the 
moment, there was quick agreement with the idea, and within minutes, many of the students were 
on their way up the steps to the fourth floor auditorium. 
I followed along. I am fairly certain I was walking with Mark Harroff, a friend of mine and 
fellow writer on the Denisonian. I have a vague recollection of being at the side door to the 
auditorium with some of the student leaders as they knocked and opened the door. Joel Smith was 
on the stage and was angry with the intmsion. He said that the students "had no right to be here" 
and demanded that we leave. As that confrontation was occurring, several hundred students drifted 
into the auditorium from all of the doors of the auditorium. There was confusion, with some faculty 
1 I have a few issues of the Denisonian in my possession, and I have been able to reconstruct some of the timeline by 
reference to them. 
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members supporting Smith's insistence that we leave and others urging the faculty to allow the 
students to talk. Conversations took place between faculty and students and among faculty as 
students and faculty moved about the hall. Within minutes, Smith left the stage and the auditorium, 
and some faculty followed him. Other faculty members stayed, and the students and remaining 
faculty shared thoughts for a long while. 
That night was the start of a break-down in campus life. Dming the next couple of days, the 
normal activities of the campus ground to a halt. There were meetings at Huffman Hall (the 
Denisonian reported 1200 students in attendance) and at Swasey, with discussions about a boycott 
of classes. There was a sit-in at Doane (which might have taken place on Tuesday, before the faculty 
meeting) that was peaceful but interrupted by a false bomb threat. And Slayter was turned into an 
open forum for faculty and students, who used an open microphone to talk about their concerns 
and thoughts. 
I believe that almost all classes stopped meeting that week. I am certain that I did not attend 
any. In place of classes, most of us spent our days at Slayter in what was deemed the "Alternative 
College" or moving from one large meeting to another to find out what was going on. I have a 
specific recollection of one point that captured attention: a single, modern chair, which was brought 
to Slayter from the new Shepardson Dormitory on the women's quad. Someone described what the 
chair cost (purportedly an outlandish sum), and the school was excoriated for spending lavishly on a 
chair while not showing support for the BSU and diversity. 
By the end of the week, I was exhausted. I felt that thete was an unbearable tension on 
campus, and there did not appear to be any relief. None of us knew how things would progress. My 
friend Randy Cebul and I left campus on Friday night and went to Columbus to visit Randy's 
brother. I recall the sense of relief in getting off campus and away ftom the crisis. 
On the following Sunday night, a student meeting was held at Huffman Hall, and Mark 
Smith, the former Dean of Men, addressed the students. I wrote the Denisonian article about that 
meeting and described it as emotional. Mark Smith chastised the students for "destroying" Joel 
Smith, criticizing students for lack of dignity. It was an unsettling meeting, because Mark Smith had 
been somewhat revered in his long service as Dean of Men. He was a tall and imposing man. In 
retrospect, what I now understand more clearly is that we (students and no doubt faculty) were 
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looking for leadership from the college, and neither Joel nor any other leader had stepped up to lead 
the community. When Mark Smith came to talk with us, I think that I was hoping for someone to 
take charge and to outline a plan for ending the crisis. Instead, we heard a bitter man who only 
wanted to tell us how badly all of the students had acted. His remarks did not help. 
I never learned what Joel Smith did during the week of the crisis. He was last seen on 
campus on Tuesday evening when he left the faculty meeting, and so far as I know he did not return 
to campus for seven days. We heard that there were "threats" on him and his family, which I do not 
believe any of us felt had any basis in fact. As tense as everything was, there was never any 
suggestion of violence or vandalism. Regardless, there was no reason for his apparent absence. 
(The Denisonian articles suggest that Joel Smith and representatives of the BSU met at Joel's house 
to discuss the demands. But a note: Monomoy was not yet the president's house; Joel and his 
family lived on Chapin Place.) 
Joel finally returned to campus on the following Tuesday, and he met with students at 
Huffman Hall. He brought his wife and two daughters with him, which struck me at the time as 
odd and as a sign of weakness. In the days that followed, he and the BSU worked out language that 
Smith could support and an agreement to present the demands to the Trustees at their April 
meeting. The crisis abated and we returned to classes. 
Spring break came, and by the time we returned, campus life was back to a more normal 
state. \V'hen the trustees arrived in April, there was a lot of excitement about the fact that they had 
agreed to meet with students. Small groups of trustees held open meetings at various locations 
across campus. I attended one of the meetings at one of the sorority houses, and I recall that there 
was a lot of good discussion with members of the board. There were some immediate steps taken 
by the college to address the BSU's concerns and longer term strategies put in place to deal with 
African-American students and faculty. \V'hile not a perfect resolution, Denison's board, 
administration, faculty and students seemed to come together with a sense of optimism about 
moving f01ward to create a more diverse and inclusive community. 
One other noteworthy fact-at some point during the crisis, Denison was the subject of a 
front page article in the Wall Street Journal about the black demands and the way the campus had 
reacted. I know that I kept that article, but I don't know where it is today. 
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By the end of April, the trustees had acted, and there were plans in place to implement 
changes. Spring arrived on campus. For me, it was an important time, because I was leaving 
Denison to spend my Junior year in Switzerland. 
Then the events of May 4 disrupted the nation's college campuses. President Nixon had 
announced a day or so before that the United States had commenced bombing of Cambodia, and 
college campuses erupted in anti-war protests. Nixon's actions enraged all of the opponents of the 
war. The Ohio National Guard marched onto the Kent State Campus to quell demonstrations, and 
four students were killed as the Guard opened fire against the demonstrators. The country was 
aghast. 
At Denison, there was a high level of interest in the Kent State shootings, but I do not think 
it gathered as much momentum as it might have, had we not been through the events of the prior 
two months. At least I do not recall as much disruption. I have always felt that the Black Demands 
Crisis was such a difficult time and expended so much of the community's energy that we did not 
react as emotionally as we otherwise might have to the Kent State shootings. 
Nevertheless, the Kent State event had a major impact on the country and on Denison. 
Faced with yet another major distraction to the academic life of the campus, the faculty created a 
plan that, in effect, allowed students to finish the semester in any of three ways. (Unlike today, on 
May 4, 1970, we still had several weeks of classes remaining on our schedule, with exams in June.) A 
student could finish his/her semester classes and take examinations, as scheduled; he/ she could stop 
attending classes and take as final the grade that he/ she had earned up to that point in the semester 
and receive full credit for the class; or the student could take an incomplete and finish the class at a 
later time. It was almost as if the faculty surrendered to the events that had overtaken the school 
throughout the second semester; I felt they wanted to wipe the slate clean and move on to the next 
year. 
One more thing happened. Sometime after the Kent State shootings, I heard a rumor that 
Denison was going to take even more aggressive action, that it was going to make a change in its 
academic calendar for the following year (1970-71). Before I describe the proposed change, I need 
to set the framework. Denison historically had been on the semester system, starting in mid-
September with exams after Christmas, a semester break at the end of January, and the second 
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semester ending in June. After what I am sure was a lot of discussion, the school had decided to 
change from its historical academic calendar to a "4-1-4" schedule, with a fall semester ending 
before Christmas, a J anuaty term (the "intercession"), and a second semester beginning in Februaty. 
The next year (1970-71) was going to be the first year under the new calendar. There was a lot of 
excitement about it, in particular because of the unique opportunities for off-campus study in the 
Januaty intercession. 
One day in May 1970, someone told me that Denison was going to abandon the plans for a 
Januaty term. I was told we were going to move the Intercession to the beginning of the year, 
effectively changing the "4-1-4" to a "1-4-4." A one month term would begin at the end of 
September and go through October, the fall semester would start in November and go through 
Januaty, and then a second semester would begin in Februaty. The rationale for the change (I was 
told) was to accommodate students who were likely to want to be engaged in the Congressional 
election campaigns in the fall of 1970. The thought was that the high state of rage about the Kent 
State shootings would continue through the fall. By making the "intercession" term coincide with 
the fall election campaign, students could participate in the campaigns and still be able to have a 
normal semester after the election. 
I remember feeling shocked when I heard this suggestion. I had liked the idea of the 4-1-4 
plan, because it allowed us to finish exams before Christmas and do something different in Januaty. 
Even though I was not going to be on campus for the next year, I thought it was surprising and 
impulsive for Denison to abandon a well-developed plan in favor of what I saw as an over-reaction 
to a political crisis. I had thought a lot about the role of a college in the time of crisis, and this was 
not how I thought an academic institution should respond. 
This came up rather quicldy, as I recall. I heard this rumor late one afternoon. I knew that 
there was an Executive Committee of the faculty, and I understood that Tcd Barclay, whom I kncw 
from taking life-saving classes, was a member of the Executive Committee. I went down to the field 
house and found Ted. I asked him if, in fact, this proposal was going f01ward. He confirmed that it 
was, indeed, the president's plan and said that the faculty was scheduled to vote on it the following 
day. I tried to convince him that this was not a good idea, but he did not give me any comfort. In 
effect, he said, it was going to happen. 
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I went to the Chemistry library to find my friend, Randy Cebul. Randy was a chemistry 
major, and I knew Randy had great respect for his professor Gordon Galloway, who I knew was 
also a member of the faculty's Executive Committee. I asked Randy to introduce me to him, and he 
took me up to Galloway's office. (As I write this, I find it interesting that I was able to find both 
Barclay and Galloway in their offices in the evening-and Galloway late into the evening.) 
Randy introduced me to Gordon and then left the two of us to talk. By this time, I had 
thought through my arguments. Earlier in the spring, I had written an editorial in the Denisonian, 
expressing my view that it was important for a university to be a place for rational debate, 
committed to open-mindedness but otherwise to be neutral on the propositions on which the 
community or the country is engaged. I saw Denison (and every university) as a forum for debate 
but not an institution that would take political positions. I saw the proposed change in the academic 
calendar as a surrender to the politics of the moment and a collapse of the sanctity of the academic 
institution. 
Galloway and I had a wonderful conversation. r:w e were friends from that point on.) He 
was interested in my thinking, talked about his own views, and was complimentary of me that I had 
thought so much about the role of the school in crisis. At the same time, he was clear that there 
were contrary points of view about the proposal and that the president had developed it and 
expected to see it pass. After talking for a while, he said to me, "if you really believe this, then you 
should address the faculty." I had never heard of a process by which students could address the 
faculty, and I asked him how that could happen. He told me I had to make a request to the 
Secretary of the Faculty, and he then said that he was the secretary. After a moment's thought-and 
with his encouragement-I said I would like to do it. He explained that he had to talk with Joel the 
next day but that he was sure that my request would be granted. The faculty meeting was scheduled 
for 4:00 p.m. in Herrick Hall. Gordon cautioned me that I should prepare my remarks in advance 
and to give it good thought. He told me to call him the next morning. 
The next morning, Galloway told me that my request was approved but that the president 
wanted me to speak to Dean Trevor Gamble (Dean of Students) and to Professor Rod Grant 
(Department of Physics and the head of freshmen orientation). According to Galloway, they would 
help me understand the proposal and the rationale behind it. I first went to Gamble's office in the 
basement of Doane. I don't think I had ever met him before. I explained that I was there to find 
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out about the proposal and understood that he would describe it to me. He confirmed what I had 
heard, namely that the change was something that would accommodate students who wanted to be 
involved in the 1970 Congressional election campaigns. I asked him what would happen to the 4-1-
4 plan in 1971-2 (two years hence), and he said that we would revert to 4-1-4 as originally designed. 
He also said to me, "what difference does this make to you anyway? I understand that you are going 
to be in Europe next year." I remember being offended by that comment. As I told him in 
response, my concerns were not personal; I was concerned about Denison and did not want to see it 
make a mistake. 
I then found Rod Grant. He gave me a different rationale for the proposal. He said that the 
principal reason for the change was not political but rather to allow for a full month of freshmen 
orientation, which he very much favored. He said that the "October" term would be an ideal time 
to bring students to campus and integrate them into the Denison community. I asked him what he 
thought would happen in the years following 1970-71, and he said that the proposal was to shift the 
calendar permanently to a 1-4-4 plan to create an annual month-long orientation session for 
fteshmen and, therefore, the January intercession was no longer part of Denison's thinking. 
By 4:00 p.m., I had prepared my remarks. Randy came with me to the meeting, and we took 
seats in the back row of Herrick Hall. There were a couple of other agenda items, and then Joel 
introduced the proposal to shift the calendar. He and a few others spoke in favor of it. Then he 
said that there were two students who wished to speak. The first person (a representative of the 
fraternities) spoke about the inconvenience of the change on fraternity schedules. His remarks were 
short and not material (in my view) to the rationale or impact of the proposal. 
Then Joel called my name, and I went down to the front of the auditorium. I gave my 
speech (a copy of my original is attached to this paper). I said that the premise for my coming to the 
faculty was that student opinion had not been sought on this proposal, that we should havc learncd 
from our mistakes earlier in the year in not engaging students, and therefore I was going to share my 
thoughts as one student's view about the proposed change. My main point was the one that I had 
discussed with Barclay and Galloway, namely that Denison should not over-react to the politics of 
the month but should remain above the political fray. I also pointed out that there were 
inconsistencies in the rationales offered to support the proposal, that some of the faculty were 
supporting the change as a one-year, temporary adjustment responding to political events while 
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others saw it as a permanent shift to make a better freshmen orientation. I said we were too late in 
the year to make such a substantial change. 
When I finished, there was a sustained applause, and I felt pleased. I took my seat at the 
back, and I listed to a few comments by faculty members both in support and in opposition to the 
proposal. Then Joel took the floor. He addressed my remarks directly, saying that "as for Mr. 
Hooker's remarks, to say that students were not consulted is not true." After he spoke, there was a 
motion to table the proposal, and a loud voice vote in favor of the motion. After the vote, I left the 
hall. 
Galloway found me a little while later. He had a big smile on his face and congratulated me. 
I said that I didn't understand what he was talking about. I knew from the vote that the proposal 
had been tabled, but I expected Joel would put on a full court press to get his proposal adopted. 
Galloway said, "No, you don't understand. There are no more faculty meetings scheduled for the 
rest of the year. It's over. You won." 
The next morning I was sleeping late, and my roommate woke me to tell me the president's 
office was on the phone. Half asleep, I told him that I didn't want to take the call. Wisely he told 
me that wasn't a good idea, and I went into the hallway to the campus phone. Joel's secretary said 
the president wanted to see me and suggested I come to his office immediately. I got dressed and 
went to see him in his office at Doane. Joel was not happy, and he said that he did not believe my 
remarks to the faculty were well-taken. He repeated what he had said the day before at the meeting, 
that he had spoken with students and that I was wrong in saying that students had not been 
engaged. I did not say much in response. I was upset that he had in effect called me a liar, and I did 
not want to engage him in a discussion in which neither of us were going to see eye-to-eye. After a 
moment of silence, he then said that he wanted me to see Larry Ledebur, a professor in the 
Economics department and told me that Ledebur was expecting me. 
I went to Knapp and found Ledebur's office. He was visibly upset with me. He asked me 
angrily more than once, "Why did you feel the need to dress down the faculty yesterday?" I know 
he had to repeat it, because I did not know what he meant by the term "dress down" -I'd never 
heard it before. I repeated what I had just said to Joel, that I meant no disrespect to the faculty or to 
the president, I thought I had acted appropriately, and that I hoped he and others understood that I 
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had a fundamental objection to the proposal that was not personal but philosophical. He made it 
clear that he and others were upset with how I had conducted myself. 
One memento that I kept from that event (attached to this paper) was the short 
announcement made by J o~l on May 20: 
To The Denison Community: 
At its meeting this noon the Executive Committee unanimously agreed to 
withdraw its recommendation that the calendar for the next academic year be revised. 
May 20,1970 Joel P. Smith 
I left Denison, not to return until the fall of my senior year. The January term was held, as 
planned, in 1971. When I returned in September 1971, I resumed writing for the Denisonian, and 
my friend Bob Graves, the editor, asked me to interview Joel Smith to reflect on his first two years 
as president of Denison. I remember going to his house for the interview and experiencing the 
awkwardness of wondering whether he remembered me from May 1970. I am sure he did. 
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j I 
1 I w9uld like to thank Mr. Smith~ the Executive C'9ml'llittee, and. 
the faculty for granting Ill!! this oPPlDrtuni'ty to express my 0p-
Last evening I learned of the Exectuive'Cemmittee prep.sal 
to alter the academic calendar fer the ceming school year. My 
first ·reac1:ien to it, as waS! that etmany of my·fellow students, 
was ens if disbelief. It did net 8eem te ~e cen8iatent with 
the, purptlses and goals of thi. tuniver~i ty t. change its I!lchedule 
in. the fa.ce of a national llI.ClJvemtnt. Since first learning of 
the prIJP~8al .. I have talked with four faGlul~y members representing 
, 
.. , ,~\, 'tl : 
·'\·i'hat I believeJ. t. have.' been p.~pe&lImt8t~±"ve GIl! btlth oides If 
th.e argument. 
The reason that I have allked to speak tCHiay ill' prl~~,.ril:w 
because those It! you wh. have formulated the prep4Hsal and wha 
are re.ady to approve it this ~ftern •• n have acted without censidera tien 
Gf student opinions regarding this plan. This ss a mistake; 
we have, alre:a;dy seen the need this B,emes ter for cemmunica tion 
among the ·.segments of this c'lilmmuni ty and to ignl9re that· need 
now in the faceof maj~r a~demic change is wreng •••• wr.ng. 
Therefor, I am going t. give yeu. one student's ClIpinien whioh 
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represents those ef many of his fellow ttudents~ but I would 
, , 
strorigly recemmend that before acting you would seek out .piniens 
frem ether studetns as well. 
,My immediate ,reaction t. this plan was negativeJ I viewed 
- ,i"." 
it as an'insti tutional a.mmi tIllent te the crisis which this nati,on 
ea experienoing. Since that time, I have learned that in some 
faculty member's opini.ns, this change is net to aocomodate thise 
who wished to work during this ori$is~ but rather a permanent 
change that will enable better ceunseling of freshmen eaoh yaar. 
I weuld like t. respond to eachof these ideas. 
First, those who hear this prop •• al fer th. first time 
haveregardeQ it as a commitment by this university t. the present 
situation in this country. To these of us who respect the academic 
environment in whioh we new function, this dues not seem cenaimtent 
with the maintenance of XXII the academic freedem that has allowed 
dissent and p-retest te grew in the past, few years.. In a ~enisoni!n 
ediiQrial last week, it was said, "before subsoribing to the 
emotienal urgenoy ef the members ef its community, a university 
must keep sight of .i:tB plaoe aa an iaatitutien which has been 
able t. maintain a broad perspective In the problems of society 
re-ii\.oh 
and t./ratienal solutions that pertain net only t. the cam.pus 
but als. to the country as a whole." In approving this plan 
it would seem t. me that you, t.o, would be losigg sight of 
the role of the univer8ity during this time of ctisis. I do 
rec.gni~e the fact that the semi-normalfunoticms of the univer81 ty 
in intercessi.n would be oarried Gn during this period, but 
the fact remains that the university has altered it calendar 
to make an institutional oommitment IIX to Ill. crisis. 
Lot me add tha~~riginal purp ••• of the plan •• emB t. 
have been to prevent disruption of the uniVersity during the 
menth .f Oct.ber. My reaction t. that- logic is, first, if, as 
this reasonmeems t. imply, there is a great anti~war sentiment 
in the nati.n during the fall, it is unrealistio t. believe 
that the possibilities for disruptietn will end on election 
evening. If the TlIovement is strong, itl. will continue during 
November and Deoember and January. Secondly, it~ seeMS %1 as 
sGmewhat of a aacrifice af the intercession in saying that we 
~ill allew it te be jubject te disruption and net the regular 
semester. 
Thus, theme are my reaotions to the preposal as a temporary 
one fer next yaar planned t. acoomedate that pertien et the 
community which may de&ire t~ participate politically during that time. 
... 4 ... 
Since i til! ferl'l\,.llatie:;l, howev'er, the prep.sal has gained 
support from those who recClgnize the need far a more complete 
freshman erientation program on a permanent ba$is. This is, 
as I think we would agree, a. very tina idea. However, we 
have reached this plan not as a result mf eff.rts te make a 
better erientation program but rather as a side effect ~f a 
plan t. acoomod.ate those whit desire to work in October and to 
~iil~aveid disruption of the nermal semester. 
We are at the end Gli the yea'r. We are in the mids1;; of an 
emeti"l1.ill' crisil. Let us reach a decision regarding curricular 
change and erientatien impIIPJrVement net in the wake af an institutional 
c.mmitment t.~ crisis, but rather following intelligent,rati.nal 
discussion. To institutie suoh.a plan at this time will require 
much wark t. make the freshman pragram a SUQcess, because '1'l:Vc.\~ln~,+t\~ 
~~. be~in to des ign such a pre gram. In order 
to make a decisien regarding this, it would seem to me that it 
sh.uld receive mere censideratiQn, including the suggesti.n .f 
other alternatives as t. hew the freshman program can be improved. 
If this is a beneficial thing, I would c.nclude tha t it weul.d 
be best instituted in the fall of 1971 after a year during which 
we can study this further. 
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The final peint I wish te mame cenceras the nature ef 
interQ~IUlien. Many students and faoul ty have regarded the 
January t'era as a br~ak in toe academic year during which the 
intellectuel mementum can be centinued in individual study. 
It is the epinieni e~ eVery student with whe~ I have c.nronted 
~. 
the preposed ohange that(intercessien will be much less effective 
if net an eutright failure if this iaeas is passed. Granted 
this ~x is a value judgement by a handful ef students, but 
please recognize the fact that they realize the effect ef an 
interc6ssien iMmediat~ly fellewing an extended summer vacatien. 
They de ntt think that it weuld be successful. 
To be truthful, 'I am rather surprised that I felt it 
,\~ecessary t. speak to you teday, because in past decisions my 
':.{ 
\;1; ~ 
experience has been that the facutty and the administratien purs\led 
the selutiens t. each preblem with rati@nality and witheut emotion. 
I think th~t we are ih danger of sacrificing aur scholarly discipli~e--
the discipline that has taught us to attaok probleMs from all 
sides in an effort te reach the must just decision--in acting en 
this prepesal n$w. T. inst-itute effeotive change that will recegnize 
the quality of the academic environment and the need for Irientatian 
, , 
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re£erm, further study, including the vital inclusion of 
student 6lpinions must be undert~ken. I hope that my faith 
in the academic precess will not be destroyed and that you 
will begin such a study. 
remarKed that he would rather be intelligent than committed. 
It is my great desire, that this university will make the 
same deoisi.n--that it would rath~r be intelligent than 
a.m.nd tiled. 
To The Denison Community: 
At its meeting this noon the Executive Committee unanimously 
agreed to withdraw its recommendation that the calendar for the next 
academic year be revised. 
Joel P. Smith 
May 20, 1970 
• 
